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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jordan Boldman 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2022-CA-5; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-225 
Panel:    Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  Appellant’s sentence is not contrary to law where the trial court 

properly considered sentencing factors in R.C. 2929.11 and R.C. 
2929.12 in imposing the sentences, which were all within the 
applicable sentencing ranges.  The trial court did not violate 
appellant’s right to appeal, right to trial by jury, right to due process, 
or the separation of powers in imposing an indefinite sentence 
pursuant to the Reagan Tokes Law.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Robert O. Hayden 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29490; T.C. Case No. 1990-CR-308 
Panel:    Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying appellant’s 

Crim.R. 33 motion for leave to file a delayed motion for new trial 
where his motion was barred by res judicata and he failed to submit 
clear and convincing proof that he had been unavoidably prevented 
from filing his motion for a new trial within the required time limits.  
Judgment affirmed.  

    
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Joshua Marcum  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29300; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-1947 
Panel:    Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  Appellant waived all but plain error when his trial counsel failed to 

object to a paramedic’s testimony that the complaining witness was 
“very believable.”  Appellant did not establish that he was prejudiced 
by the admission of the paramedic’s testimony or by the State’s 
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reference to the testimony in its closing argument.  Judgment 
affirmed.  (Donovan, J., concurring.) 

    
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Sarah Swaney 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2022-CA-20; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-430 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Appellant’s convictions for vehicular homicide and failing to stop after 

an accident were not against the manifest weight of the evidence. 
The record does not clearly and convincingly fail to support the trial 
court’s consecutive-sentence findings. Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Bradley Allen Rogan 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2021-CA-34; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-90 
Panel:   Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court reasonably concluded that appellant was competent 

based on two mental health assessments, including one conducted 
in another county’s criminal proceedings between the time of his 
guilty pleas and sentencing in this case. The plea-hearing transcript 
reflects that appellant’s pleas were knowing, intelligent, and 
voluntary. Ineffective assistance of counsel is not demonstrated.  
Judgment affirmed.  

 
 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Gudonavon J. Taylor 
Case No:  Montgomery App. Nos. 29422 and 29423;  

T.C. Case No. 2008-CR-1087 
Panel:   Donovan, Epley, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling appellant’s motions for leave 

to file a delayed motion for a new trial and to vacate a void conviction.  
The juvenile court properly bound appellant over to the general 
division of the common pleas court, which had jurisdiction to try and 
convict him of the charged offenses.  The issues raised by appellant 
in his motion for leave regarding the testimony of a State’s witness 
and the jury instruction used by the trial court were barred by res 
judicata; he could have raised those issues in his direct appeal, and 
he raised similar issues in other post-convictions motions.  The trial 
court also did not err when it found that appellant’s motion for leave 
to file a delayed motion for new trial was untimely and failed to 
establish that he was unavoidably prevented from filing the motion in 
a timely manner.  Judgment affirmed.   
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Case Name: In re H.H., C.G., N.G. 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2022-CA-30; T.C. Case Nos. 20190712 & 20190713 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court’s judgment terminating Father’s parental rights and 

awarding permanent custody of three minor children to children 
services was supported by clear and convincing evidence and was 
in the best interest of the children.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael A. Bucey  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29398; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-4029 
Panel:    Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  The trial court did not err by imposing a 12-month sentence on 

appellant as the disposition was not contrary to law. Judgment 
affirmed.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 


